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on the large arch of the bridge, gave way more than the
white lead and even the lithopone^ and that, in consequence,
it was undeniable that it had been washed off by rain.
The reason given for this weakness of white zinc cannot
be accepted seriously, since the different paints were
equally exposed to the weather and to the smoke,
during the course of their first application. Therefore,
what was bad for one must have been equally bad for
the other, and that one which suffered the most could
not be, in sound logic, regarded as being better nor even
equal to that which had not budged ; and that -the more
so, as of these same paints, applied in a second experi-
ment of separate plates, prepared and finished before
being definitely fixed, it was still the white zinc which
behaved the worst. From these concordant and search-
ing facts, found on two occasions, it cannot be concluded
that the rival paint, of white zinc, that which has resisted
the same smoke and the same effects of sulphurous gas
is equal to that which has given way. It should be
acknowledged, quite simply and quite loyally, that it is
superior as regards resistance. Moreover, when it is said
of a paint, the cause of its less value in such an experiment
should not be attributed to the quality of the material
used, but to the effect of sulphurous gas, that amounts to
recognising, implicitly, its less resistance to the usual
agents of the destruction of paints, since another paint
can resist them. In paragraph 16, as regards the vessel
Argus', there is no occasion to raise serious objections.
However, it is to be remarked that having been painted
in 1904, this vessel was examined less than a year after-
wards, then repainted in 1905. The duration of the first